
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION2 

290 BROADWAY 
NEW YORK, NY 10007-1866 

NOV 1 o 2004 

Ms. Mary Lou Capichioni 
Director 
Remediation Services 

. Corporate Environmental Services 
· The Sherwin-Williams Company 

101 Prospect Avenue, N.W. 
Cleveland, OH 44115-1075 

Re: Comments on the Sherwin-Williams August 16, 2004, Remedial Investigation 
Work Plan Implementation Sequence (Implementation Strategy); Gibbsboro, 
NJ , 

Dear Ms; Capichioni: 

· · · TheD:-s.-Erivlron-meritaT Profoctioi'iAgencvli::PP.J hair reviewed the August 16, 2004 
····~emeCITa1Tnvest1g-atiorrWoT1'Plan-Imptementati·on-Sequence-(Implementation 

Strategy) sublTlitted by Shei-Wih"Williams and has the fottowirrgcomments enclosed 
··----'Vlfith4:his'letter;-=EPA'si::oTnrnents-ineludecrev1see~sample locations.fenclosed as 

amended figures) from those proposed by Sherwin Williams, and in some cases 
(e.g. Hilliards Creek) additional sample locations than proposed in the 
Implementation Strategy are indicated in order to ensure that adequate data is 

. collected to meet the objectives of the Implementation Strategy. 

As indicated in the August 16, 2004 Sherwin Williams correspondence to EPA, the 
Implementation Strategy will not modify the requirements of the approved RI/FS 
Work Plan (November 2003 Work Plan). 

Please contact Mr. Ray Klimcsak, of my staff, at (212} 637- 3916 if you have any 
questions or concerns. 

Carole Petersen, Chief 
New Jersey Remediation Branch 

Enclosures 

Internet Addtess·(URL) • http://www.epa.gov 
Recycled/Recycla.ble •Printed with Vege~ble Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer, PrOcess Chlorin~ Free Recycled Pap_er 



'··. 

cc: Allen Danzig, Esq., SWC w/encls . 
.. John,~en:llis,SWCw/encls: · 

·· Dani~! Kopcow,Weston >w/enc:ls. 
John Dqyon, NJDEP w/encls. 
·Hank Martin, ELM w/ends. 
Susanne. Peticolas, Gibbons, Del Deo, Dolan, Griffinger, & Vecchionew/encls. 
Lynn Arabia, TtFWiw/encls. · 



Commentson the August, 2004 Remedial Investigation 
Work Plan Implementation Sequence. (Implementation Strategy) 

1. Backgrot1htl · ·. · 

a. "COCs"clarification of terminology, page 2 - The term "chemical of concern" 
(COCs) is used throughout the text (beginning in the Background Section 
page 2,) within the Implementation Strategy'. It should be noted that this 
term is typically used to identify the chemicals which are risk drivers; that is, 
those chemicals which are associated with cancer risks in excess of E-06 or 
non-cancer hazards.greater than 1. Since the baseline human health risks 
assessment has not yet been completed and the COCs have not been 
identified, the appropriate term for use is "chemical of potential · 
concern"(COPCs). This term is applied to chemicals which exceed. some risk­
based concentration and therefore require additional evaluation. 

2. Overview 

a. Page 3 - It is stated that after the initial sequence of sampling (i.e., the full 
implementation of the CSM), it is the intent of Sherwin-Williams to return to 
the Dump Site and complete the additional characterization activities within 
the site and on the adjacent properties; The elements of this characterization 
and the specific adjacent properties should .be specified. 

b. Page 3 - It is stated that a limited number of samples will be collected during 
Phase I of the Implementation Strategy. However, SW has also stated that 
the remainder of the samples proposed in the approved RI/FS Work Plan, will 
be collected in the future. It shou.ld be pointed out thatthe terms/conditions 
for additional sampling (for either full analysis or "refined") or no further 
sampling have not been provided. If there is a statistical approach for how 
SW· may support their claim to limit the "CO PCs" or the collection of samples 
(as a result of the Phase I sampling event) the details of the program should 
be identified. 

3. Conceptual Site Model CCSM) 

a. Conceptual Site Model Page 4 - An example for how the CSM may work is 
provided. It is stated that sampling may initially occur at the Route 561 
Dump Site, to better define what is present in White Sands Branch . 
(ultimately obtaining a list of potential "COPCs''). Afterwards, based:on the 

. results of samples collected .from within the Dump Site, a limited sampling 
event would occur in the White Sands Branch (WSB) area to validate the 
CSM. It is worth mentioning that the rationale for potentially limiting the 

. analysis of constituents is only applicable for the example discussed above. 
It may be possible that the constituents present within the Dump Site may be 
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·alludecitothisfacton. Figure l, here it is stated that"some" sites/areas (i.e., 
all of the remaining) requii'e a separate cbnCeptualrnodel diagram; This may 
be attributed to the fact that all of the remaining sites/areas have the very 
high likelihood of "containing/ possessing" their own list (source of) 
constituents; and therefore, samples collected should not be analyzed for 
constituents in a ."limited" sense. Finally, it is important to note that due to 
off-site migration through run"off or groundwater migration, particular 
constituents on the Dump site may not be present within WSB. 

b Conceptual Site Model Figure 1 - The rationale forwhy "reservoir outfall" is 
depicted as a mode of transportation which may occur at Silver Lake and 
Clem.ent Lake, but not Bridgewood Lake and Kirkwood Lake; must be . 
presented. 

Additionally, the rationale for "VhY Bridgewood and Kirkwood Lake are · 
believed to be "sinks" and that no movement of COPCs will occur should be 
explained in further detail. The depths within Bridgewood Lake do not 
exempt them from t.he fact that heavy rains could cause the transfer of both 
water and sediment from the lakes to other areas. In addition, It should be 
pointed out that previous sampling has shown lead concentrations - over 400 
ppm in the stream from Bridgewood Lake's outfall point (on W. Clementon 
Rd.) to where it meets up with Hilliard Creek. 

c. Conceptual Site Model· Figure 1 The rationale for why groundwater is not 
depicted on the CSM as a mode of constituent migration/transfer from Hilliard 
Creek (headwaters and downstream) to both the Braided Stream and 
Kirkwood Lake, must be provided. 

d. Conceptual Site Model Figure 1 According to the CSM it appears that the 
following modes of constituent transfer/migration may or may not occur 
within Bridgewood Lake: 

i. Groundwater may potentially transfer constituents from Bridgewood 
Lake to Hilliard Creek. 

ii. Groundwater does not potentially transfer constituents from 
Bridgewood Lake to the Braided Stream. 

iii. Reservoir outfall (including sediment) does not potentially transfer 
constituents from Bridgewood Lake to the Braided Stream, nor 
eventucilly Hilliard Creek. 
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As mentioned earlier, the rationale for why it is stated that reservoir outfall 
("lake" water and sediments) is not a mode of transport for constituents, 
generating from Bridgewood Lake, must be provided. In addition, the 
rationale for why groundwaterls not shown as a mode of transport of 

· constituents to the Braided Stream must be provided .. · · · · · 

e. Conceptual Site Model Figure 1 - Similar interpretation of the CSM depiction 
of Kirkwood Lake requires the following clarification: The rationale for why 
groundwater and reservoir runoff (both "lake'' water and sediments) are not 
depicted as potential modes of constituent migration, originating from 
Kirkwood Lake, must be provided. · 

f. .conceptual Site Model Figure 1 - In the CSM Legend a "dashed" arrow is 
used to indicate "Direction of Water Flow During Major Storms;,; however, it 
is difficult to discern whether or not this symbol is depicted on the map. It 
should be noted that this is an important mode of constituent transfer which 
may occur, potentially causing both lake water and sediments to be subject 
to fate transport, a.nd should be factored into the CSM. 

4. Residential Sampling 

There was no discussion for the inclusion of residential sampling during Phase 
l of the Implementation Strategy. Res.idential sampling shoul.d be conducted 
during Phase I activiffes in accordance with the language of the approved 
RI/FS Work Plan in its entirety. 

5. Background Samples 

a. It is stated within the CSM that Silver Lake, Clement Lake, and Haney run are 
"background". An explanation of the term background as it is used here 
should be provided. In addition, it should be noted that there has been no 
formal discussion for the collection of background samples. It .should be 
clarified whether or not it is intended to do so. 

b. The rationale for why Haney (Honey) Run is indicated as "background"on the 
CSM should be presented. This statement is contradicted by language on 
page 3 of the Implementation Plan, where it is stated that Haney Run (along 
with Hilliard Creek and WSB) represent both transport pathways and 
receptors for COPCs that are present in the source areas. 

6. Proposed Sample Locations 

a. Figures of the intended ?treas to be sampled with depictions of proposed 
sampling locations, have been provided by Sherwin-Williams as· part of the 
Implementation Strategy. Utilizing previously collected data (i.e., Sherwin­
Williams and their contractors, the NJDEP, andthe EPA and their contractors) 
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b. 

c. 

~tlE'!. EP~hcis revieyve<;t and ccm~ic;lerE'!d the pm posed sa[Tlpling lo,cati9ns cind 
n~w .. q[-fE'!n;thE'!jr C()l'JS4rr,E;lnc:.e, <JI \E'!C9rn me'nd.ati()ps. (~.E'!e .. ehd9s~g fi\;!y~~s). 
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ThE;iJolJowjpg figt,1re!;,yvhich dE;lpictareas as WE'!IJassamplin~.locci~ions .. , 
selected j)y sh'erwin~Williams, are approved by EPA as submitted with the 
Implementation Strategy: Haney Run Brook (Figure 5-3); White Sands 
Branch (Figure 5-4); Bridgewood Lake .(Figure 5-5); and Vacant Lot (Figure 
5-8). ' . 

The following figures: United States Avenue Burn Site (Figure 5-l); Route 
561 Dump Site (Figure 5-2); and the Railroad Site (Figure 5~9) have been 
submitted with sample locations recommended by the EPA. Note, due to the 
fact that EPA did not have an electronic copy of Sherwin-Williams 
Implementation Strategy, we used rilaps which were taken from the 
approved RI/FS Workplan. As a result, sample locations previously 
recommended by Sherwin-Williams are not depicted in manner in which they 
were on the. Implementation Strategy figures. 

EPA has used the following color scheme for figures 5-1, 5-2, and 5-9 to 
translate our comments on the strategic sampling locations submitted by 
Sherwin-Williams: 

Red = sample locations agreed upon by both EPA and Sherwin­
Willlams 

Blue = sample locations recommended by EPA 

Green = sample locations recommended by Sherwin-Williams 

Note: only at the Railroad Site has EPA recommended an increase in the total 
number of samples previously suggested by Sherwin-Williams. The initial 
total suggested by Sherwin-Williams was 14, EPA is proposing 17. 

d. Having'reviewed Sherwin-Williams's proposal for the sampling of Hilliard 
Creek (Figure 5-9), EPA recommends that the sampling of Hilliard Creek be 
performed in accordance to the approved RI/FS Workplan (i.e., every 200 ft.) 

7. Project Schedule 

After the EPA and Sherwin-Williams have agreed on an approach to 
implement the Implementation Strategy, it will be required that Section 6.0 
and Figure 6-1 (of the approved RI/FS Work Plan) be amended. This is due 
to the fact that the original sampling and analysis approach did not suggest 
that the work would be conducted in Phases, thereby reducing the number of · 
samples collected during Phase I. 
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Rl/FS WORK PLAN 

Page 1of1 

El!iS1ir)g 
.& Sedimef'l'1 samp'i.19 Looatfan 
0 Surf'1Cie Soll Sam~llng locations 

• ~ • Soil sam~Hrig t.o~~lorr!I 
- -- e ri..furJitcdng V~ell Looa1fons. 

, . 

~ FEMA Zcne A. 
,(10[)..year Flooding.no 0FEs) 

Proposed 
• Soil Sampling Uic.."11oi'I$ ~ lr.d!vldual 

(100% TAt., 30% TCI.) 
e Soil S;:im~lirig l.(l(;\}lions ~ Froodptaln 

1100% TAt.,30% rcq 
• Soil S<imtlil'IS li::i<:\l1ions·- Oul.Slde Fence 

1100% TAt., 30% rcq 
• Soil Samipling Looatlons.- Outside Fence 

(100% TAL_'l!;_r.dTCL) 
• -~ Groun&iater Screening lccallons 

(100% TAler.dTCL} 
• Shi.lllir.v Groum:fNBter &:reenlr.g Looaliono 

{100% TAlal"ld TCL) 
\'l'ater Table ~\'ells 

(100% iAlard TCL} 

No1es: 
- FEt.tA data from 03 ARCilNfO oov~rooo 

1SO 0 t50 Feet 

UNITED STATES AVENUE 
BURN SITE 

GIBBSBORO, 
~c1.1e~r NAME; NEVlf~~F<Ji.~r o"Ai'E:11.·,·1s4~0M:3-LINGI ~'~"~J5'o_N1s 

THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY « v 

http://east.ttfwi.com/inotes/nilesl.nsf/0/9AB59321B4B73AEA88256F48005074A3/$File/... 11110/2004 
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Rl/FS WORK PLAN 

GIBBSBORO. NEW JERS 
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RAILROAD SITE 
SAMPLING LOCATION MAP 
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THE SHERWIN-WILLIAMS COMPANY 1111412003 I 5-9 
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Cover Letter l1emll4 

Cover letter lteni #IO 

ADDmONAL QUEmONS/ISSVES (NON~RISTORIC SECTIONS) 
RJ/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS 

GIBBSBORO, N1tW JE~EY 
JUNE 27, 2'63 

SHERWIN-WILLIAMS' Rl/FS WORK.PLAN -JANUARY 2002 
EPA'S RESPONSE TO COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM 

SHER.WIN-WILLIAMS ON JULY 9, 2003 

'-"'; ·-: 7·;:;: 
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SpCc:ilies kllal af S copies {7 EPA. 2 
NIDEP). Consent' Order .req~ 13 (8 
EPA, S NJDEP). . 

R.equfres-lhat I001uuf.S00 ym Rood plainS 
be added lo maps., 

EPA mqueals that old EPA boriDgS along 
lbe Dump Site fcru:e buhawn as piopmed 
far ienmpliog ( c~aoge red doll lo pen 
lrimlglcs). Our green lrianglcs wen: shown 
as being" cOllple11ffbet" awayfnim 1he old 
locations, panly li>r viaibilily, pat1y IOr 1he 
ract lhat eveo if y;JU C0111d find the exact 
same llpal, you W<J111d Btifl ool-1o 
smnple thete, sintc that wry IJIOl .has 
already been distubed. 

Also, why do we need ID~ boring 
26, if we are !al!.ing two lllOl'e boriBp on 

.... 
00.019 since me no 

.......... 
FEMA doesdiii mappi.ag based in 
RSiaaaJ llSllJlS lllCI llwle Jines do 
- much up IO our higlHeaolutiun 
mapping. How should we l'e$olve .._,_. ~ 

WL>lBSUe. 

Should we clump those points IO 
another symbol and label. them a 
"pnoriously SUDpled localions lo be 
mmmplcd" and IellKMI lbe greea 
ttianglea thar ue now next IO 

them? Or is EPA loolcing for 
additioaal Sllllflles? 

S"UICi Ibis is a final document believe may only Deed9 a>Jiles 
of the 13 specified m the Administrative Order an Consenl 
(AOC.I. If additiomiJ copies Ille needed, we will inform the 
Sherwin-WillillllB Compmy (SWC). 
If SWC ia coocemed that tbe FEMA lines for 1be 100-year and 
SOO-year Roodplainll appear lo cut acmss areas of differing 
elevations, EPA RCODUnellllB tlw if SWC lcnaWs the elevalion 
for the l 00 yar aod soo yell' floodplain Iha! could be ulilized 
with tm JiiglHaolulion nnpping. Otherwise, SWC could lake 
die PBMA lines and "comict- diem with lJlOlll site-specific 
cla1a. It is our 1DH1enlaodiog that SWC used Floodprone Maps 
from NJDBP GJS 1996 to lllmv the 100-year floodplain along 
Hilliard's C?eekfar F~ S-9. Co-1 flood data and Digital 
mevation Model (DEM) data can be found on the NJDEP GIS 
url: hllll://www.n~J1.0V1deal2is. 
SWC does not need lo clwJ&e tliii symbol and tabCl 011 Figure 
54 of the RllFS Work Plan, and ils duplicate figure specified in 
the SAP and QAPP. H~, lhe iott:Dt of EPA 's cammeol 
#167(c) in our Apn1 19, 200laod comment# 10 in our June 6, 
2003 lctlelS lo SWC IV8B Iba! samples were to be Q<>Hecled 
a!aog the perimetm of the fem:c line in close prm1imity to lhe 
pmYiDUI EPA sample points um! for detmninillg where lbe 
lence lim: sbonld be erected to satisfy the Removal AOC. 
'Ibmefure, upon fuJlher rcYicw of Pigme S-4, it has been 
de!mnincd that lhete are three sample paints !hat SWC did nol 
specify OD the Figoie based on our previous camments. Those 
sample poinls an: 1,2, and 10. Please denote a proposed soil 
smple loc:atioo in close proximity to each of these points past 
the cum:ot fence line as was done lbr the other proposed 
nmple poinls &UmDll.y naled by SWC OD the figure. 

Do 001 need lo mample point 26. However, ensure !hat the 
J>l'IPl>ftd soil sample point lo the left af sample point 26 is 

sw!Mmclmln:viffid •u:u 1 u1C11Ujrmo0Jllddi1ion1lquestion1 
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SAP S.15 

SAP AppcmlixB 

ADDmONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS) 
Rl/liS DOCUMENT REVISIONS 

GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY 
JUNE 27, 2003 

either side? tabn during lhe field activities in close ptoxlmity to the Clllttnt 
tmeline. 

If we 11te samplini: S but not 6, why should Rcquesling a proposed sampla point in close proximity to 
we samp{c 10 ifwi; an: samplillg at11? !llll!ple point 10 to detttmine if conlamimition ex.ma llOllth of 

the _. fence line as noted llhow. 1'he rm additional 
. sample points (one of which SWC appc:m to be denoting u 71 

in Figla S-4 and imder the column tilled ''Rquimnent" to the 
left) apccilicd alo111 tile weaterD perimeter of tho fence line 
along Ro~ 561 wae iequested by EPA in commentlH67(d) 
in D1ll Apn1 19, 2001 letter to SWC to detenniae if 
conbllnimtion .mis to 1M west of the current fence line and 
poteDlially below the Route 561 roadway. Furlher, sample 
points 71 lllld 10 ar" approximately SO feet away 1iom one 
another which is lite grid spacing proposed !Or so.ii sampling 
put the pa:imcter of the m.ce line. Therefore, both sampling 
1~ need to be denoted u proposed soil smnple locations 
on Figure S-4 of the lUIFS Work Plan. and its duplicale figuR 
specified in Ole SAP md OAPP. 

Both bauldoos mid non-iulmdous mataials Noo-Mzanlous_ is 120 Sectiona 5.IS and 1.3.11.7 orthe SAP, Section 2.1.10.1 of the 
will be accmnulllkd an-Bile for 90 days or QAPP, and Section S.2.11. 7 of the R1/FS Work Plan caa be 
less prior to Wspolal oU:.silll. revised to specify lhat llOll-hawdoua materials will be 

ICCllDDllated oo-silc for 120 di.ya or lea prior to disposal off-site. 
Region 2 low flow does DOI mentioo We wanl IO use nriable rate . This is *'"l*hle. Howner, SWC must follow tbepUiging 
ilnpeller·type pw:1tJS. Grundfos pumps. and nmpling procedures stated in tru. R.egio11 2 Low-Flow SOP 

{datedMmclt 1998) specified in AppendixBofthe SAP. The 
SOP specifies lliat SWC 1111111 purge at a rate of200- SOO 
ml/min, 111.d collect samples while pmging between a rate of 
100 - 250 ml/min. 

. While reviewing the SAP to answer SWC's Jceent round of 
qumions, EPA noi..d that one item was missing from what 
needs ro be labeled on each of Ille sample bottles specified . . 
WlderSection 4.2 (Sample Documen1ation) of the SAP and 
Section S.8 (Sample Labeling) of lhe QAPP. The sample 
bollle, besides bemg labeled with the iwns currently listed in 
the SAP mi QAPP, should also include any pruervatives whi' 
raay be added. This wtll oot only ensure th.. staff at the lab th 
they ue tw:iving samples which will be within holding time!~ 
(by nnmerly beimr preserved), but also that they may c 

( 
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SAP 4.2 
QAP 5.7.2 

SAP AppcndixB 

ADDmONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECI10NS) 
Rl/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS 

GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY 
JUNE 17, 2003 

potmlially be haadling potenrially haardous (after addjlion of 
1he presavalives) nmples. Revile the SAP and QAPP 
a.:co,dingly. 

Field logbooks win be used lor Is 1111! u.se of electronic-based cnlly EPAcomiemedabout 
. 

• clumges in Ille cnlries. When 
documentalion. ac:cepllblc? We BM now planning using• bound field logbook mid indelible ink. it is possible to 

lo use digital cameras, PDAs and keep tnck of any ebanges to c:nlries u they happen pursuant to 
Also, we are now planning ID use digital far laptops to be downloaded to a the procedure& noted in Sedioo 4.2 orlhe SAP and Section 
cameras venns film. server C\'CI)' evening. S.7.2 of the QAPP. It is 1111clcar II.ow those proc:edwes will be 

met llling electronic IDC9llS. SWC will need to add languege to 
Soc:lioo 4.2 of lhc SAP lllld Section S.1 .2 of lhe QAPP to 
1pecify liow lhe procedures used lo ensun: lhc integrity of 
entries into lhe logbooks will be implemaired using electronic 
mcus. Seclion 4.2.3 of the SAP specifics that digital cameras 
maybcQBCd 

Region 2 low flow spec We may be using PDAsfiPAQS. • that SWC may be using l'DAs/IPAQs. Refer to our 
respome above to SWC's questions on Section 4.2 of the SAP 

. and Sectioo 5.7.2 of the QAPP • 

swln:modi11fn:viledwp'comm:nlsjundl3latldi1ion1l.,.WOn1 
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TOP~ ITEM SECl'ION(1) SWC'1 
COMMENf 

amnlinl!. 
Samplinc 12 S.2.2.2, S.2.3.2, Deplh of surface soil 
Depths S.2.4.4, 5.2.S.4, samples.. Wodr: Pim 

5.2.6.2. S.2.6,4, calls for all parameton 
S.2.7.4, 5.2.8.2 conected 0 (0 ~ bgs 

except for voes 
colkc:ted ftom ur -24". 

j 
Residen11•1 13 5.Z.7.4 Slierwin-Williams 
Sampling would liEe 10 d.iscun 

the rcsi.dCDtial sampling 
approach to inaR linlt, 
chanclerimtion, risk 
assesslllClll and 

r 
delineation goals will 
be met. 

6119/03 MEETING 
OUTCOME{ .. 
ACTION ITEM 

Mm Sivak lo CODllletTRW 
and discuss if 0-6M can be 
used al this site for 
residential lead risk 
assessmeot (since it is being 
conducted along with other 
c:ontamimulfs of pot1mtia1 
concern). Other iBSU9 to 
be discussed will be to 
detenoine if 0-6" is 
agreeable for --
resideolial uas, and if 
sieving oflhe soil (again, 
for a comp.rehemive risk 
auessmeaJ, not just lead) is 
required, and ifl8-24" 
samples fbr voes cm be 
used for the risk 
assessment. 

Mike to review NIDEP's 
criteria (which will imve as 
ARARs for !his sile}, which 
do not allow for composile 
sampling- in light of the 
requirement by the TRW to 
conduct composite 
nmplingfor residi Llial 
lead risk assessmenls fLC., 

RESOWTJON 
.. . 

(•) SWC should implement lhe sampling scheme as specified in lhe 
current EPA edited ...ersion of the RIIFS Work Plan. Ia addition In what 
is alrmdy RquiRd in the Rl/FS Work Plan, SWC may conduct tbe 
following additional samp!ing al residl:lllial properties: 

I. Orab discreet XRF lead samples (do not composite), al an .interval of 
0-1" bgs, Jiom 10 oftbe IS soil llllYUSe borehole kH:s.tioos per residential 
property cumntly proposed in lhe RIIFS Work Plan. 

2. Only the 10 XRF lead samples per mideotial property being cofieci<:d 
from 0-1" bp may be siewd. 

(b) Q..6" can be used at this site for lhe resideotial risk assesoment. 
Once the data has been collected fur this first pba~ of the· 
RI/FS, EPA will compare both sample horizons (0-1" and l-6") 
to determine if !be 0-1" depth can be eliminaled. 

(c) Witli respect lo a question regarding if the sampling interval 0-6" is 
agreeable for non-residc:lllial areas, and a question regiirding if lite 
sampling inlerval.18-24" for VOCs can be used for the risk sssessment 
Sampling for non-residential areas will be conducted IS specified in lhe 
cwreot EPA edited version of the RIIFS Worlr Plan and 18-24" samples 
fur voes can be used for the risk anessnient. 
Composi1e "'"Dplmg shall not he condllCled pursuant to NJ.A.C. 7:26E-
3.4 which ill an ARAll fur Ille Sites. With respect to the raideotial 
sampling apptoach, EPA rccmnmcods lhat SWC speak to !be residenls 
prior to sampling to~ that~ midenll baYC not moved sediment or 
soil Jiom within the 100-year flood plain Ill another portion of !heir 
property. lfan, some of the aamplingpoints may need to bc rc-loc•ted, 
or addilional sample poiDll specified, to characterize lbosc areas outside 
of the 100..year Bood plain that may potentially be comaminated. 

' ~ . 
' ' 
~ 
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.TOP~ ITEM SECTION(•) swc•s 
COMMENT· 

MJsi:ellaneous 17 5.l.13 Shetwin-WiDiams 
proposes to change lite 
reference to the 
Braddock residmce Ill 
lhe stRel: addms of the 
residence (25 United 
St.ates Avctme). 

-I a 
-1 · 
D 
r ,, : 
..... 
IS) 

I. 

6/19/03 MEETING 
OurCOMg/ . . - . 
AC"nONITEM-
bow can we resolve lhese 2 -· . . . 
Re&mlce to 'Bnddock' 
will be remomlftom work 
plan. BP A lo detemrlne if 
address sbould be included 
in Ike work plm. 

RESOLUTION 
... . . · 

: 

Address should be inclwlt:d in the Rl/FS Work Plan. Addresses will be 
n:dackd from !he copies of lite RIIFS Work Plan that will be placed in 
the public repcsitories. 
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